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TO: The State Tax Commission
FROM: . XK. Best, Counsel
» SUBJECT: EASTMAN KODAX CONPANY

In the matter of the spplications
' for revision or refund of mchiu
tmu mm Articls 9«A of

195‘! 1958 1353
1960, 1961, m 563 ’

88 the construction of the langusge
used in mﬁm 210!2){&)12) of the Pax lew with respect to the
words "an order otned received or umm within the
State, if it has been received or sco by an smxployes, agent
or ageey or indepandent contractor, ofly situated at,
cormected with, by contragt or ctherwise, or sent out from &
mmmt or gontinucus place of dbusiness of the texpayer within
’ State”". More specif’ mn:“ [ nmemwtm of the words
. "aonnected with" the word "chisfly" is necessary. The
gyromu‘l deternination holds that orders were received or sccepted
dent contractor chiefly connected with, by centract
oy ummt, a wﬁ or continuous place of business of the
taxpayer within State.

The facts are briefly as follows)

During the years 1957 through 1963, Bastmsn Kodak
which has its prinel office, A& pmt and
amtmmahma:wén« NMW New York and has
thres branch offices, two of ‘which are mm the State, sntered
into & contract with two foreign corpomations having offices
cutside the State, to sell Xodak's supply of unexposed unm
mgmzmwm Tha two foreign corporations are &

contractors having no office in this State, Thay obtain tmm

advice with regard to the technieal esmmt of the film from
the taxpaysr's branch offices. The dranch omm do not sell
any of the film,

The facts disclose that the principal office in Rochsster,
pursuant to the contregt naming the independent contysctors ss the
exclusive sales agency for the period involved, has the following
rightas:
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A. Rstadblish and maintain list of film to be sold
by the agent.

B. ‘ugbunh and revise prices at which agent shall
sell.

€. Estadblish equitadle adjustment for cash disecounts.

D. ‘a:leas.w agent's weekly reports of and paymnts for
8. :

E. V¥eskly inventory nglmuhumt and inspection of
inventories at agent's warshouses.

¥. BEmergency shipments direct to customers on order

@. Provide inventory insurence.

E. Accept and maintain sgent's osit of sum equivalent
tnc:fat days sales (minimum $1,500,000),

1. All notices, statements, communications to and from
Rochester offige.

J. Right to cancel agreement,

The taxpayer omitted from the numerator of the receipts
fagtor certain sales made on the ground that these were made by sn
independent contractor not chiefly connected with a permanent or
continuous place of business of the taxpayer within State.
Although it is obviocus that Kodak has & permanent and continuous
gﬁm of business in the State and sales were made out of the
Gtate by the independent contractor, the taxpayer contends that
the independent contractors are not connected with its Rochester
office, or if connected, are more ¢losely connected with parmanant
places of business outside of the State and thus are not chief
connected with a permanent place of business &t Rochester, New York,

| ~ The words in dispute were added by Chapter 603 of the
Jaws of 1948, Prior to such time, the herein situation would
have resulted in the exclusion from the receipts factor of the
sales made by the independent contractors since they were received
or accepted by the indepandent contractor outside of the State,

The bill as originally proposed would have included sales
sllocable to New York State where the orders were received by an
agent outside of the State 1f "(1) the agent was chiefly situsted
at, connected with or sent out from & permanent or gontinuous




place of business of the taxpayer within the State and iﬁ) where
the taxpayer has a permanent or continuous place of business
within the State by an agent not chiefly gsituated at, connected
with or sent out from a permanent or continuous place of business
of the taxpayer without the State. The final bill as passed
eliminated the second situation.

The taxpayer contends, in his memorandum, that the
elimination of the last situation shows that the intent of the
statute was that sales made by out-of-state locations of
independent sales agents were not to be reflected as New York
sales for New York franchise tax apportionment purposes and
refers for its interpretation to a letter from Alger B. Chapman,
former Commissioner of Taxation and Pinance, written on March 27,
1948, It is apparent that the letter has been misinterpreted.
The tenor of the letter shows that whereas such sales would have
been deemed received or accepted without the State prior to the
amendment, the intent of the department was to include such sales
as accepted within this State and accordingly to urge the passage
of the amendment effectuating such treatment.

It is to be noted that Missouri, Pennsylvania,

Massachusetts and Utah have provisicns in their tax laws which
are converse to the provisions in the New York State statute.
The statutes of these states provide, in effect, that sales
effected by agents or agencies chicriy situated at, connected
with or sent out from, premises for the transaction of business
maintained (or owned or rented) by the taxpayer outside the state
are to be excluded from the numerator of the receipts or sales
factor. Cases arising in foreign Jjurisdictions are cited b the

er to support his contention that the independent contractors
are not chiefly connected with the Rochester office of the taxpayer.

The cases hold that (a) where the taxpayer has a sales
office in the taxing jurisdiction and sales personnel wers
supervised from that sales office or sales were solicited by
agents dispatched from such office that the personnel or agents
were chiefly connectsd with an office of the taxpaysr located in
the taxing jurisdiction, Commonwealth v. Bayuk Cigars, 345 M
348, 28 A, 24 ézu, 138 (1962); B x

Mas

Breck, Inc., 3 s. 184, X X, 24 ©7, 103 7 Bo.
V. Commissioner of Taxation, 218 Mimn. , W63, 58 37,
T9RT) and Twentleth Gentury-Fox Film Corporation v. FPhillips 76

e

8 . App. 82, i -~ 39 N 4 ) 4 s1ivg i ¢ ¥ iere the EAXDAYOY
maintained an office in the home state but msintained a branch office
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in forelgn states where orders were solicited by salesmen working
out of that branch office, Commonwealth v. Continental Rubber

Works, 347 Pa, 514, 32 A. 2 G437}, or sales were made by an
agent located at the foreign plant of the taxpayer, Commonwealth

v. Charles 8. Walton & Co., 53 Dauph. Co. Rep. (Pa.) 279, 260,
292 (1947) the agent is Eﬁiefly comnected with the out-of-state
branch or place of business.

The decisions of these jurisdictions are in conformity
with New York treatment. If the taxpayer has both offices within
and without the state, the chief connection would be with that
office of the taxpayer from which its sales personnel are sent or
superviged or out of which office the agent is located. The chief
connection would, therefore, be with a sales office of the taxpayer.
These conclusions are also followed in the cases of Kennecott ¢ er
Corporation v. 8tate Tax Commission, 5 Utah 24 306, 316, 301 p. 25

562
Taxation, CCH Mimn.

The statement of facts in the last two cases, &8 set forth
by the taxpayer in his memorandum, could lead one to the conclusion
that where the taxpayer has an office in the taxing Jurisdiction
but an independent sales agent has a sales office outside of the
Jurisdiction, sales could not be connected with the taxing
Jurisdiction. A reading of the cases show, however, that the
taxpayer was either the parent or wholly owned subsidiary of the
sales corporation, that the taxpayer and the sales corporation
were located in the same branch office cutside of the State and
that accordingly the only conclusion that could be reached was
that the agent was chiefly connected with such office outside the
8tate. It 1z to be noted that in the instant matter under review,
the branch offices of the taxpayer located without New York could
not sell the products of the taxpayer and could only give advice
on the technical aspects of the product.

- The case of Commonwealth of Pennsylvania v. ds Coal
fining Corporation, Co of Common Pleas, unty, ed
becember 24, 10RO Pen >xlvania Tax Reporter, Far. 200«020, aff'd
369, Pa. T, 66, A. 24 14 (1948) which is cited by the taxpayer in
support of his contention, tends to support the position taken in
this determination. In that case where the taxpayer maintained

its executive offices in Pennsylvania but sold coal in New York
State through an independent sales agent which had its own offices
and its own salesmen, the court held that the sales were allocable
to the taxing state, Pennsylvania in that the sales agent was not
connected with any branch office located in New York State. Kodak
argues that the Pennsylvania court decided "that sales were chiefly
connected with the New York premises of the independent sales agent'.
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The connectiocn required to be ascertained by the New York statute
is not whether there was a connection with the premises of the
independent agent (there slways is) but whether there was &
connection with that of the taxpayer. In the ds Coal

Corporation, supra, case, the court answered by ; 181’0 WAS
no connection the taxpsyer in New York State since the

taxpayer did not maintain an office there. The sales were
iher:tgrn allocable to Pennsylvania where the home office was
ocated.

The Minds Coal Mining x. supra, case distinguishes
between the New lork & e statute and those © foresign
jurisdictions. In the foreign jurisdictions where there is no chief
connection with a place of business of the taxpayer outside of the
state, the sales are allocable to the home state. No showing need be
made that there is & chief connection with & place of business in

the home state in order to include such sales as allocated to the
home state. Under the New York statute, such chief connhection 1is
necessary. Ry virtue of such distinction, the laws of the aforesald
foreign jJurisdictions and the proposed amendment as originally drafted
would be more drastic to a taxpayer seeking to exclude sales made by
an agent in & foreign state. However, as heretofore stated, the
purpose of the amendment to the statute was to include as allocable
to New York sales made under situations like the present, which were
previcusly not allocable to this State. The chief connection with
the Rochester office is shown by the supervision and control
maintained pursuant to contract by the taxpayer's Rochester office
over the sales activities of the independent contractors.

I am, therefore, of the opinion that the independent
contractors were chiefly connected with the taxpayer's permanent
and continuous place of business in New York State and that
consequently, the orders were received and accepted in this State.
If you agree, kindly sign the proposed determination and return to
the law Bureau for further processing.

S5/ Z. H. BZST

unge

MBtkon
Enec.

March 26, 1968
Hor-68



BTATE OF HEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

i

In the Matter of the Applications '
of

|
.u: hat A o % ..,A.wl:.&«».h..

Lo et e
law for the rs 1957, 1988, 19%9,
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Eastnan Kodak Company, the taxpayer herein, having filed
applications for revision or refund of franchise taxes under
Article 9-A of the Tax law, and the facts having been agreed to by
Stipulation of Facts, dated December 23, 1966, executed by
Bidward H. Best, Counsel snd Deputy Tax Commissioner of the State
Tax Commission, and by Harmar Brereton, Vice President snd Genersl
Counsel, for the taxpayer, and the parties having waived the right
to present any further testimony at a formal hearing under section
214 of the Tax law,

Upon all ths stipulated facts herein and upon the entire
record, it is heredy found:

(1) The taxpayer, REsstzman Kodak Company, & New Jersey
corporation doing business in the State of New York is engaged in
the manufacture and sale of vnexposed professionsl motion pileture
films among other items. The taxpayer has & permanent and
continuous place of business in Rochester, New York where its
prineipal and home office is looated. In addition thersto, the
taxpayer maintains branch offices in New York City, in Hollywood,
California and Chiosgo, Illineis, which offices are professional
motion picture film department offices engaged in technical
ressarch and product development and improverent.
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(2) During the years in issue, the taxpayer sold
unsxposed motion pilcture film of its manufacturs through
¥, J, German, Inc., & Delaware corporation, having its principal
place of business in Fort lee, New Jevsey and W, J, German, Ine.,
a8 California corporetion, having its prineipal place of business
in Hollywood, California, pursuant to and under contrects dated
January 1, 1957 and January 1, 1961 entsred into betwesn the
taxpayer and the aforesaid independent contractors st the
taxpayer's principal office in Rochester, New York. The 1957
contract, in effect during the years 1957 through 1960, and the
1961 contrect, in effect during the years 1961 through 1963, are
substantially similar and are hersinafter designated as "the
contract”. During the years in igfue, ths aforesaid independent
contractors, hereinafter calied "Agent", owuned substantial offices
snd warshouses in Port lee, New Jersey; vhicage, Xllinois and
Hollywood, Californis.

(3) The taxpayer filed New York franchise tax retums
tor the years in issue in which returns the taxpayer was required
to compute the percentage of total receipts which wers attributabdle
to this State. The percentege is computed by dividing & numerator
consisting of receipta attributadble to this State, by a denominator
consisting of the total receipts within or without the State,
pursuant te the provisions of section 210(3)(a)(2) of the Tax law.
The pertinent provisions of such section in effect during the years
1957 through 1960 are:

"S. The on of ths entire net income
of & taxpayer o be allocated within the state
shall be deternined as followss

(a) mﬂ.ﬁ:ly its business inoome by &

dusiness sllocation percentage to bes deter-
nined by

. & & » » O




or scerusl basis according to the of
asooun used in the ¢ o of its entire

ing :'&wmtﬂm'mu uw
an wmm or othervise, or sent

out from a nmt mmar
business of the taxpayer within the state.

® & &4 & @ 0

(2) all other business
wienn a«g:to,mmwm e of
aag.“ muapwioa &m:n

mmmmmmmtm.
vhether within or without the state;"

e pertinent provistons of ssction 210(3)(s)(2) of the Tax law,
in effect rwmm 1961 through 1963, are:

on of the sntire net ineome
Msw e allocated within the state
shall bde anmuraum:

its Lusiness incoms
o (‘)-uw Mwudm

e & 0 &

ascertaining the percentage which the

MMMWW mwmmm

wummummmmm
wwmmumwsumm

net inccas, arising during such pertod from
. 8 00

B) sales of its tangidls perscnal property
mz&dmmmemwmmmww

mmuumwwmn ‘ t or
gontinuous place of business nain by the
taxpayer wi g:mmm.mummm
recsived or accepted within the state and whare
shipmants are made to points within the state,




6....»1&#0:1“ ble personal
f salss described eclause B)
the state at the time of the

mupteatm tion to the orders where

shipnent is made to points within the state, but
only to the extent of fifty per centum of the
receipts from the sale referred to in this clause,

D) sales of its tangible personal morty
not 15@3@« &t the tine of the receipt of p
mmmtim to the orders st t or
ammm lace of bdusiness main by the
out the state, whers the orders were
mnzm w accepted within the state and vhere
shipment is nade beatwesn points outside the atate,
but only to the extent of £ifty per centum of the
receipts from the sales referved to in this clsuse.

W«amuummamnmom
be desnsd recsived or as within the state
u has M received or by an uzlmo.

lg themmm
é«w, with, by contrect wa&m‘o,
ormtmmmuymm‘ﬁwcmtmwym‘ot
business of the taxpaysr within the state,

& % & & & &

.Ll. other business rec t: umcd within
the FW m to w total amoun thi 's
mcl Mmim , amu

rom all :.t:'uncibu mnm

ntmmﬂm, Wﬂ%wu&mm

{(4) In computing the receipts percentage, the taxpayer
cuitted from the numerator all of its ssles which weare made
through “Agent” during the years 1957 through 1960. For the
years 1961 through 1963, the taxpayer included in the mmeretor
enly 508 of the sales made through "Agent” of film delivered to
customers within New York State, and omitted from the numemmtor,
sales made through “Agent” of film delivered to customers outside
of New York State; that such computations were made by the
taxpayer on its ocontentions that no orders were dessed received or
accepted within the State and the orders were received by an
"Agent" or indepmdent contmactor not chiefly situated at,
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connected with, by contrect or otherwise, from & permanmnt place
or continuous place of business of ths taxpayer within the State.
(5) The State Tax Ovmmission in construing the
provisions of section 210(3)(a)(2)(B) of the Tax Law, in effect
during the years 1957 through 1960, issued assessments for the
yoars 1957 through 1960, adding to the numerator the amoumnt of
sales omitted by the taxpayer for such years. For the years
1961 through 1963, the State Tax Commission in sonstruing the
provisicns of section 210(3)(a)(2)(B) and (D) of the Tax law,
in effect during such years, issusd assessmants adding to the
nunerator 1008 of the sales of film deliversd to customers in
the State, which sales vars reported by the taxpayer to the
extent of 508 only, and adding to the numerator 508 of the sales
of £ilm delivered to customers outsids the State, all of which sales
ware omitted by the taxpayer; the assessaents with respect to
all of the years in issue were based on the ground thas "Agmt’
was an indepandent contymctor chiefly connscted by contrast or
othervise with & permanent oy cecatinuous place of business of
the taxpayer within the State within the intent and mesning of
such provisions contained in section 210(3)(8)(2) of the Tax Iaw,
(6) Pursuant to the contract, inventories of film o
bs s0ld by "Agent’ were kept in warshouses maintained by “"Agent”.
Filn s0ld by "Agent” was sold from thess inventories and was
not located &t any parmanent or continuous place of business
maintained by the taxpayer outside of New York State. %itle
in such £ilm was to reside in the taxpaysr st 21l times until
41t passed to the customers upon delivery dy "Agmt”. The
inventories were originally furmished and replenished from tinme
to times by taxpayer's Rochester office. “Agent”’ maintained the
inventory control including its estimates of future inventory
requirensnts. Ths taxpayer had the right to have representatives
present when "Agent’ took physical inventory, snd to have “Agent's”




wlo

inventory recoxds svailable for inspection by the taxpayerts
representatives, Once & year, persamnsl of the indepandent
sertified public accounting firm euployed by the taxpayer's
Rochsater office would be present when "Agent" took physicsl
inventory at "Agemt's” locstions at Hollywcod, Chicago and
Fort lLee, New Jersey, snd veports of such asocountants were then
fumished to taxpaysr's Rochester office., In the event of an
inventory shortage, "Agent" was reguired to pay the taxpayer's
Rochester office for the shortage, & sum squivalent to ths
valus of such shortage, calculated at the prices set forth in
the appendix to the contract, less the applicadble commissions,
unless the shortage was due to & loss covered by fire and
extended coverege insurance maintained by taxpayer. Questions
arising in connection with inventory shortegas were decided by
taxpayer's axecutives employed at the taxpaysr's Rochester offies.
The inventories of f£ilm in "Agent's” warehouses were insured
under policies purchased by the taxpayer's Rochester office.

(7) The contract further provided that the film wes
to be sold at prices set forth in the sppendix to the ¢ontreet
and that the taxpayer had the right to smend prices. Decisions
to amend prices were made by the taxpayer's executives employed
st the Rochester office and the “Agent” was notified of the
changes by such Rochester office. During ths years 1957
through 1961 prices wers amended by taxpayer's Rochester office
three times.

(8) Pursuant to the contract, "Agent” estadlished
the terms and cash discounts with respect to the sale of Kodak
£iln under the contract and sarned a conmispion with respect to
all £ilx sold through "Agent”. The taxpayer's Rochester office,
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in its diseretion, under the ewntrect, had the right to allow
"Agent” equitadle adjustment for any cash discount which "Agent’”
sllowsd purchasers, not excesding 3%. The taxpayer's Rochester
office suthorized an adjustment at the commencement of the first
contract with "Agent” in 1952, and during the years 1557 through
1963, there was no change in the adjustment. Had there besn &
Mmmummnmmammmw
and suthorised through taxpayer's Rochester offiece.

(9) "Agent" directed sales, solicitation and promotion
of the taxpayer's film products and received and sccepted the
orders from the customers. All billing was done by "Agent's”
personnel who maintained their sceounts for eAch customer and
eollected the payments from the customers. “Agent” filled the
ammdmwmammwmgummm«unmm
merchandise to the customers st "Agmnt's” locations. On ccession
emergency shipments were made directly to customers m taxpayer's
Rochester plant,

(10} I all of the activities set forth in finding of faat
(8), "Agent's” employess were supervised, directed and sontrolled by
"Agent® snd not by the taxpaysr. “Agmt's” management hired and
discharged "Agent's” perscnnel snd sald personnel were paid by "Agemt”
and not by the taxpaysr. All of the "Agent's” personnel werked out
of "Agent's" locstions and no personnel of the taxpayer's worked out
of "Agent's" locktions. Bech of "Agant's’ buildings were ownad by
"Agent” and was clesrly identified by "Agent”, bearing "Agent’s"
nane. Al)l telephone listings and other classificetion listings for
"Agent's’ premises wers in "Agmt's’ nawe only. All of "Agent's’
opereting expenses were paid bty "Agent” snd "Agent’ 4id not
sccount to the taxpayer for its expmses,

(31) "Agwat” furnished the taxpayer's Rochester office
with "Agent's’ managensnt's annusl forecasts of the products
required for use in production planning. “Agent” furnished the
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taxpayer's Rochsster office with weekly susmary reports covering
total sales made through "Agent” (no separate reports giving
information as to sales made to individual customers were
fumished). Although thers wers no sudits of these reports

by the taxpayer, w«clnmtnmﬂtwmunmmw
the taxpayer's sxecutives whose headquarters wers in Rochester.

(12) The remittances from customers frow "Agent's"
Hollywood office wers deposited in taxpayer's account in
los Angsles. The remittances from "Agent's" Fort Lee and
Chicsgo offices wers deposited in the taxpayer's asgount in
New York City. Reports of all the remittances were furnished
to the taxpayer's Rochester offics.

(13) In order to secure the remittances, the contreoct
provided for & security deposit to be made by "Agent”. The
segurity deposit was nade by "Agent" in taxpayer's account at
Chenical Bank New York Trust Company in New York City. Reports
on the account wers sent by the bank to taxpayer's offies st
Rochester. Any questions arising with respect to seourity deposits
vere decided by the taxpayer's executives whose hesdquarters
were in Rochester.

(34) The contract between the taxpayer and “"Agmt'
which was drafted and negotiated by the teaxpayer's general counsel
in Rochester and "Agent's” counsel snd signed and accepted by the
taxpaysr in Rochester, provided that notices wers to be
mhwinlydumﬁtoh&nhmﬂmnmtwmwm
Rochester or to "Agent" in Fort Lee, New Jersey. Howsver, during
mmmummtomlmtuuwmsthﬁMorm
parties to the other. Any question conaerning the rights and
obligations of the parties under the contract was under the
jurisdiction of the taxpayer's Rochester office. Wnder the
contrect, the taxpayer had the right to terminate the sontrect

m.rmmtm,mmmmmumtaum
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md of 1963, pursusnt to exercise by the taxpayer of its right
to terminate. The decision to terainate was made by the
taxpayer's sxecutives whose headquarters were in Rochester.

(15) In contects with customers, "Agmt's” personnel
deternined whether customers were encountering problems with the
taxpaysr's film end “Agsut” communicated such information to the
taxpaysr's branch offices in Hollywood, Chicago and New York Oity.
The taxpayer's branch offices 4id not sell any fils which was scld
solely by the "Agent” under ths contrmet but received requesta for
assistance on technicsl matters with respsct to such film sither
from the customer or from the “Agent". In genersl, the New York
0ity, Chicage snd Hollywood branch offices of the taxpayer
served the asne general ares as 4id "Agent's” Fort Lee, Chicago
and Hollywood offices respectively. Thess professionsl motion
picturs f1lm department offices were under the genersl supsrvision
of the taxpayer's Rochester office and the managers of the
Enst coast division, the Midwest division and the Vest coast
division of the taxpaysr's professionsl motion pieture film
departoents had contacts with "Agent's” persomnsl in the
respective aress serviced Ly the divisions for the purpose of
enadling (1) "Agent's" personnel te inform the tapayer's
personnel of "Agent's” then prevailing sales policles, sad pass
on to the taxpayer's psrscnnel any technicsl problmms or
coaplaints yaised by customers, so that taxpayer's perscanel
could work on solution of such technical problems and resolution
of such complaints; and (2) the taxpayer's personnel to report
to "Agent's” personnel on technieal developments in the fisld,
and pass on to "Agent's” perscnnel, for disposition as "Agsat's”
personnel sam fit, any sales problems coming to the attention
of the taxpayer's personnel.
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(16) Pace to face contacts with the taxpayer's
exscutives who work out of the taxpayer's Rochester office
ogourred once & year when "Agent”’ and taxpayer's persomsl net
in Rochester with other Kodsk management perscnnel to discuss
matters of common interest and futurs plans, and when the
taxpayer's executives including the msnager of the professiomal
motion picture departmant, who worked at and out of the Rochester
office, visited and spant tinms at the brench offices. During
the course of visits by the taxpayer's exscutives, the tagayer's
executives called on customers to service complaints and solicit
suggestions adout the produet but d4id not call for the purpose of
selling film,

Based upen the foregoing, the State Tax Commission
hereby,

DETERMINES s

(A) ‘“Agent" was, during the years in issus,
independent contrectors and received or Accepted orders for
sals of the taxpayer's tangidle personsl property; that such
tangible personsl property was not locsted at any permsnent or
continuous place of dusinsss maintained by the taxpaysr without
the stats; that taxpayer's Rochester office was, during such
yoars, & psrmanent and continuous placs of business within the
State.

{B) That the independent contrsctors ware chiefly
connscted with, dy contract or otherwise, taxpayer's Rochester
office located in the Btate.

(C) That sccordingly, the orders were received or
sceepted within this State and were properiy sllocadle within
the State under the provisions of section 210(3)(s)(2)(®) of
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the Tax Iaw for the years 1957 through 1960, snd under the
provisions of ssction 210(3)(a){2)(8) and (D) of the Tax law
for the yesrs 1961, 1962 and 1963,

(D) That the business allocktion percentage as
detarnined properly reflected the activity, business, income
or capital of the taxpeyer within the State during the yesrs
in fssue.

() That the taxes for the years 1957 through 1963
are affirmed as assessed, and do not include any taxss or

DATED: Albany, New York '°'° day of Anrt? » 1968,

/s/ JASEPH H, MURPHY

/s/ A, BRINL MANLTY
) NS

e/ SAMTITT, T TP TR




